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PER CURI AM

In these consolidated appeals, Dana Kidd and Vincent and
Mchelle Littles appeal fromthe district courts’ orders affirmng
t he bankruptcy court’s orders disallow ng their honmestead exenp-
tions because their honmestead deeds were not tinely fil ed under Va.
Ann. Code 8§ 34-17 (Mchie 1999). OQur reviewof the records and the
opi ni ons bel ow di scl oses no reversible error. Accordingly, we af-

firmon the reasoning of the district courts. See Kidd v. Myer,

No. 98-1006-A (E.D. Va. Cct 2, 1998), No. 98-2424, Littles v.

Mayer, No. 98-1032-A (E.D. Va. Cct. 28, 1998), No. 98-2727." W
di spense with oral argunent based on our prior order granting the

notion to submt the cases on briefs.

AFFI RVED

" Al'though the district court’s order in No. 98-2727 i s marked
as “filed” on Cctober 26, 1998, the district court’s record shows
that it was entered on the docket sheet on COctober 28, 1998
Pursuant to Rules 58 and 79(a) of the Federal Rules of G vil
Procedure, it is the date that the judgnment or order was entered on
t he docket sheet that we take as the effective date of the district
court’s deci sion. See Wlson v. Mirray, 806 F.2d 1232, 1234-35
(4th Cr. 1986).




